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(iii) A> fen? sfcPT ?7 A 4", hT?? eft fa-ftftre % fcT? MRh £7i H7 thttI ^ 

^>ff ?jft 3?R tft^R % foR f^ CfFT %g 3ffcffteRT TjftttJKJti cfi\ cfPTd ^ TTHlfld 

(iv) % JpRf ^ ftftSNT TjfcjSJTStr % fcPs 3500 cfr 3ifdftcKj, H[?HT eft 3JPIRT ^ Rpfe cp fcR r 

50,000 I 

(v) ^ %ft A&K 20M A> 3FJHR 50,000 3^7 Tjft Sfa <5>T Rite ft>7HT 77 130.46 Jffa ^\A\. 9ft RT? eft 

cR ^ (Wt atfc eft hW y)?. 65,22,750/- #TT St7 3500 fteR ^ ft-? etJT Hito f^w 77 534.38 

Afe7^ft^7ft (cfRt ftR >3W7t A f^TT) 77 18,17,330/-^RT I 9^17 3icFI Tjf^R JRH eft <HRd 
HI? 7FTHH 77 84/- cTR3 7>H^ ?t TRxft I I ?7lfoFJ Hfc7 Hlfcft cf> 3HHm-McT fcRHFSl ^7 3>7Tf 

3f| H g W HHI % I ^rM€t % 9HT7 ^F> fcfl? H7HH A 7ft3fl^H> 0.4% *ft ^7 ft 

3H7H ^7 Pwfffa ^ | I ^ JTHlftH WM ^7, ft 9^1^ ft^THFSI ^7- 

% 0.5% eft ^crt ft, Rfhcr fegn 4 fftre ftftiT i 

(vi) ^2004-06 eft3Rfa cpfoFJ^TTftfcpTR37 3PftfftRT77HT%, ?7rfft^97Hmft^ft5 7^ 773THf^T7R5l } 
JRHT3 eft ftgR 3? agHRH ftefft zm\ ft, ftf£7 3T?ft % fen? cf?ft 3tiejT7 H7 3R7H ft^THTST ^7 MRd ^ft <&\ 
iRHR t I 

(vii) 2003-04 A feR ^7? c^r eR3T T^SIT A) ^ 9?fW 3JR ^pft Cpt %mr m?A $ Rtt 

^7ifr?I TW ^ ^ cfR^ cTFIrT S^R cfj 7TT2J ^ ywid 3I^RT fcJRt ^RRl I 
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3.2. 3?TORH7cR! % ^ hRq^- 1 cPTcf^H, ^ 3TT^r f^HTcp 4 Rr?H7 

2004 A> tphh ^r, htI gjt Rroftn a^R H7 agiten 3 hth fc^ I f 


V* v ^ cf? 3TJ0K, ijh^hIcI cfH jthih trRitt mth \3t#t ^T^atr / W7 vjm41 j i<htiM gt^frff^ 

7TlO^ cpT 'BHePt ICH^ cj^f^prHHT 2?! 1 


A ; 2 ‘ > , gqfct msA\ ^^ gf^f?^ ht ^ma ^ ^feHi hht eir I jrcHfR^ 
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5. 'W«$«fw ^^ag^tatai^ 

«iT I \*^>Sf6l %artt M aftwtero jrager fax* I wu§ ter?a#R %^tr ar*^^ fa? 
*p?t: 


iw^r. 

gqrawwq 


(i) 

l 

\»h 4 W£| ^5 jRcira ^ agm 
mAl m pm mft 

~m mm ^ araiftd t i 

^Rf 3 f% 3 ? -HWtfl if, $RT 

jJlfecWuj % fafa foTCT «n fa 
^r araiftd pm 
wm 3 R ft? «*& i enfa? i 
^ 3 T #ct £> foT<? TJRJ 

& mm tr ^ptrst m 

fafifar ^fT ^far te l 
^ sfa 

tefar mti to w 3 WR 'm ^tcth mA $> for? vdM^Vi<t^t eft gwen, 
^Tftfa^^Bte^tRf^famft^Tnfa? i ormaTOw^tSr 
gWcft te-te 5 >pft if ftFfrftre t afr wmm$ e^f fofrpi eft gfo g? 
*FTaRRrafa am* r ?m\ awgiPfa^gfte i^ate^fttf 
srar wff Kg&m® t ate am ib mtf&i m ^n %, jmn^t w 

cpt ^ ■guR, pdm qi&i ^ ^pflf <rfR ote ^tcR sr^r 

afciter 3 ww vTCW’ti ^ anjR m ^ ^r, ^ aife te- 

te t i ^*r % am ^ ^ % awwr^t jm 

af^t if iRm ^raflsH <& un tern #? if ^ arafe ^ 

i afrr to 

! 

^ mm mimma 

3 WR^ 3 RS!f^cT^ I 

(ii) 

(B) 

srenftd <r m, ^Rfjgf ff 
^faiiai if wit % jr?^R tft 
sre aftte fas 

fa*n*flif 1 

A % fa <r? 

Wtf $> W&rf ^jfalT %> 
fcflj *faRR ? 5 Rm W 

t item fa faufad 

^ $> fa$q ftfeaiaf 3 l ]R§c? 
fa*?? 1 ^RTW Strict OT, 
?twm &3 % mrfm % fcK? 

3 T?^ m S^gRCf 5 PJR afcRT ^ 
eTW? ^ 4 t WSRT t, 
^Peii(* 5 ?h gs^r tft 
RRfcT <$R TRdlfaT 33 R*Tngf 

pM£( ^ ifim ^nte ^ teere* wirr am ^r tefcfte 

afcif^g Tfimtil jkth te Ir- 

(W) agHfirw^swr (wg^f) w 

W yfSW! ^jf^RR ^ 7 ?I vTHpIT 1 

m) ^r ^ Ms % 3 W $f*l w wtf ^rt| foT^ C^n?) 

teryrnpn I 

(^) Mw ^ I te 7 iT^ HMtedT ^ am ^rc jkh 

^amtfr l 

OBL) wff ^f WP-Wt^S^R % ^ \ 3 MRgt ^pu vlTW 1 

W ^ 3 >t ^Wcf 3 ^R ^rai yfnprr 

^wTT^fl^rRST^TW I 

W ^rteaf# £r 

331 ^ t 

Oar) 3 Q ?ra? tern ^ te wff ^ ! 4 srr ^ Ion? ?te ^ ^ ^r 

SPgSTTOFTif 30 , 000 ^. # 3 ^ teftd ^ %toH? 3 '«f^l^ Wl ^ flpq 
^fT^I iaRferateeif 50,000 
^twmrl i 

if 3 f jfte te ^ fat; aa*r-aa*r jwr *v?r mw 

. -S- A- <v s> fv . a _ r a _._ _ _\. _ a. r . .. . a , i*v v . . . 

8 fl^-w ww nfc»lRfl tfr'n fn«N Ict^I 6 l JRcfnqcf ^goRTTW^^R 

aRfid. ftjlikf 37 T 3 IT ' 3 M^I 7 T^tlf 3 TT^R W vW'oW < 9 R^RI vfl^*ll f^TT 

ar^mi 1 

^r#raRfeif A xjq>% ^srt-^ f^m ^tea^f, ?$m wi ^ 

^g cfjy^ ’ c RfS aife % Pwfa ^ vWlcfc 

5000 TfrsR ^teci 3 jr^ ?pi agiisr tei 11 ^ 4 l«¥i<?! ^ 

^R, ipaj^K *r 5 R 0 f 5 WR del’ll WTSdf % 1 

am ^ awf^ ^ if te? arf^ ^ ^ 1 ^’Tgi^ 3 ^r 

srra&te ^ #*ff «^f^> ftte mf 54 f sm ter mn &3 

m&n I 
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$K *25000 <TC |f^r ^tHT%£pM 4 ^^ 40.00,000/- $R 

90.00,000/- m ft&r <^n w kh I 


tHET^C'd fclRl^<3 


(wrt^f) 


*JtH ■ 

i 

flits'! 

twm 

P~ 

rtiMfl 

Hftnroreanffc 

3HT«*PI 


^rte 

$[&tt 

1125 

- 

1308 

2433 


2363 

- 

2761 

5124 

ftcfvOT^T-^ 

1575 

- 
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3210 

Pi 5^> 

2025 

-- 

764 

2789 

“wStfl 

4050 

-- 

779 

4829 


4050 

- 

794 

4844 


4500 

- 

794 

5294 

(@12%i£f^% 

$fs4>t 

270 

100 

1466 

1836 .... 


567 

100 

3113 

3780 ^ 

te-arc (H-mr 

378 

100 

2385 

2863 

i^d'iftcil £<t> 

486 

100 

978 

1564 


972 

100 

1013 

2085 

■^IfW” 

972 

100 

1112 

2184 

WMT 

1080 

100 

“TH2 

2292 

(@0.40%^^? 

$fe<f>l 

900 

100 

1466 

2466 

^5f^t 

1890 

100 

3113 

5103 

ft<P-3PT^T-^ 

1260 

100 

2385 

3745 

^oi^ql £35 

1620 

100 

978 

2698 


3240 

100 

1013 

4353 

ipi’flWl £3> 

3240 

100 

1112 

4452 


3600 

100 

1112 

4812 


7. 3 ^ WTfcr ^ 3rmR ^ <r v39#mM % wvx& (29 ^orrt 2004 ^r) 


Oi) 


(iii) 


^p^cf % 3 Pi^lfclfeo f^3T? 

(ip) 1 

os) #?3 ^bi 

0*0 3 3^TlfrrT '^i<4'ti"ia ^ % I 





(ip) ^T»cra^f cp>T^TRsfa ^cll % ! 

(^) t^cRa. fr^crer d te srcre% - 5** » wt % afo stem ftrcfo <g& ^t 

3WTCB fHm 1#? ^ Wcp I I 

(p) ^ ,Vf 

'33HT T f% I TT I 

(M) tf'RTlfttf c^t ^ ^ tol ufP? 3?fc 3 ffe ^ ^ ^ f^ 7 * ^ ' fl >HtWl ^ ! 
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(iv) TToITcf & cfiftffegfF 4 # F>t 3*RSjf*RT g>F sfo JPTRt "<FF «T3# 

ftPTlt I 

(v) tst fsr^ ^ % ftFi 3 r4 % t <3gft ygr^ftf 4? ftF? 

cf?4^i R4 l <r wfa f# ft*jr T^rrcTT % l ^ yg>R, ^ / afRsftsfR# ydieH % ftr? cfk Pi4kicp 1 / ftd >«u Pr! gRT 

cfFTcf ft^J W^t I 4# 4)ft4i T? fteW # #? ^FR # "H-RFl W #ft*f % I ftqfacF ?^4F4Fc?l 4 
^^^^,25%3lte3?^cTO^cR^t I 

(vi) g>R PfVlcfti % fcfT 4^ ^tfWt^RITT ^dTTTT ^R TFShI # 3*|qMI$ <F feT? ftf! ft# 

3fftfod eTPRT 4> #g F# 4> F74FT ^ 3Ff# I 


8 (JcfRUf 4 T?TT$ F4Ple1 3FHlf Fi? yft'HI :RT yi{£i<F"< u t % Ri-Fd^ 4? R<4>i^ % v3Md£J t t jJM f^Rpft tRIT 

m\ gro mm ^prait 4 ftr m <ftt ^ mm mf^ ^sfr ftt aiePT ^ ^ I 4 <4R 
wvvvv.tariffauthority.org T? # viyefsj l?ft I 

9, iRT ycFRj # yftRI 4> cW-l F^Idd <{£gH[ <# 'd'MJWI PtMplftel f^lft ft^dl tv- 

(i) cR F^FR g?FTF Ffe? TfTfert % ffiiRcH ft feP? ^ 3fRF ftRFPgl 5? F>1 Pt^tl^T F# <^<dt 1 ■R qlft# 

4rr 'iifefi ftt wm\ a?Ri ft wi 4 ^rw 3g^4t 4 ite Fife#far ara ftit 3TcFT yfafc ftt 
^[Tcr^^raxTT ^ sfr c^t ^ff cRt 3 rR(^ ^ft 4> fprr WRd ^wnsi g? ^ 

3$F1 ^OT m % t T)[ ?te ^ WTR ^ 3 FRTT % 3 ?R ^#FT ^4 W 3 fcFT 4 cRW 

4>ftrrswTf^ir% tP srt^trtt fYqPrasimR^< hi^^ 1 %4i wgRr 

^ ^ ^ 5^RH 4> f^ w ^PT ek^ra TRtrRd ^RT % i f&lfa % MRd 

v5H% cfTcft ^Rt c^TgcRT ^ #? f4f^I Mt ^ fcR gT# ^T ^fl ^3*^7 

F^f#n i ^<mf<m ^tht^ n%ifcR 3g^t45f4ffe^r ^rMRd f 

TR aft? R? ^FF p5RT vtc^sYir FRIT ^ F ?t Fg'FIM pFIT ^ 3U< fRfc P cZR^RH t 1 ^ 

orrtt, PRfPtct sneiR t? y^d ^ FT^t ImH 3 % foR w 'Frt ^r ‘WRci s?fjr F#f # 

^TcF^t i 

(ii) v^OT^^ j^g 5 nCTgfi ^jtw ansiifeit l 
tor ^rr ^r % jR^nf^r <r ^t I^tit 3i^4t A 3-raftre M ftrr f&fh gr wi 

ywPlcfr % I '3FFt 7 T^5#aft gRI JRgcT ^h4)m!^ ^ yCRcH RPTd 3^R ^ y6'KH pfFTfT T^ 5 

tjeHkFch P l^eW» l ^BF F%TT F? t^FU^i t PF ^cW - 0 ! ^ fcRTcRT cFFra 3TFRt ^ % 3T^F> ^41 hI<?I ^ 

I FT TfH 4> PPRFI ^ FTgF % I Ffc Fg?W g? ^ ^[cRT? ^^41 Tl4tM4 

5RdTftd ^ T? tzi 3FR ^ 4T ^ ^igFRf %TFM 3#m> 313^1 % FFpi ^1 ^\, ^ TtFt I 

^tf4i^ 4^Fro w^ViWisft^ c^te^ ^ i 

' cJFB 4> oERTto 5FTRF -m$ % 4rh w «# A FlPm ggcT ^t rt4 4>f ^4tg 13^k ^ 4>f 

RFFt 4> ^ F^f Rpsi vfT 'dFJdt I ^ y-Wlf^d g? T?f 40 U>4RR gRf ?4PT RrXs' v^(4 diet 'RIH 4 

^eRT FR fcid'd'FM ^T°t {3?RT?4?H) Po^l % I HlC^ Flf^tt cpf Fr^-Rt 4 eFT^-^ dKfd FTM ^ ^ ^ 

F^RR RFTd rFF T§t % 1 pFfeg>f gRT F?^R 3FR, <il^ r T^. 'F^Rt 4> fvR[ FT^I-yFl' 1 ? 

^RITfe 41 ‘Ig-I f4>T ^ t i ^T T5R ^ |T v«<hi 4^ cT^ ■‘Tetct Ph-F el J ldl %■ t 

(iii) TH 4 sRI yfffRT % FR-FR Fc^Rl f^] | pF FTR FlI^Tt 4> TRTFtTcr (FTTT) cPt ^ tSU ^ 

3JgH cFRFI ^FFt 4) 4 FcR 30 f<RT m>, f^eFF ^ccfJ ft 1 ? ft^T F^RR, ft# 3TftftFI ^IdH 4J 
• ftFT ft# Wf fFT 4) fefT^T^ ?TFTFT# Fft^F[ft# ^ "3^T#ftn 

4# ^ #FFTftcR1TRt <Ft ^RR 3FH, t#TW ^ ^ ^-^T #FT# cFT 5TWT ^ 

I SRft^ y^Tftd FRFT^I F^t. ft?R FlM 4> ft#F U^T ?FlTfta gM 
JRFT ^ gr# ^ftJT«T ^ 4 4^TT #!T lF0r^E2}R444PF|ft 3?#^ Mt % 

3j^pfa 3F# ^RFi^I 5FR^ ^ 3FFR ^T 1 §ftn3lt ^T WH F# % i Fft fd ^T?T F^I ^TT# 

#cR ^ n ft4 t % fcTT FcPT ftRFTgJ g? wft 1^ if# % fefT ft#ftd ^eR ^F vitzj mi F? ft#ftd F># cFf ftfttd 
^F#altftR4% ( ^lerift^# 
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(iv) ?dffad yifacw u i gM faffcfa fad dfa 22dHT2t 9dR wz\ sfa 3-2 to m ydR dtdfa ^ ?dd4 1 1 

(v) jnRiRf fadd >Mff&qf m ^cdtsnfat dddro 2d fafiftd %fadf 1 22 jh£i<kui % 2tfa ai4<t> nwcft 4 d? 
Wf^swfe ,, '^llSIR ,, iP?QFn%'^fcl^ 1 *i J id^^fWTt^W4 55TT^I3ft%1cr?‘‘^c^ < <F$of d£t I tdTT 
ffa gd, ‘faddTSt 2d cpGR / 34Fd2d ^>t 4^4 ^ *fa4 dt fafifat d>Mt *tfad t?ldT eMId <Jc* 1 3fl£tN i d24t4t<?! dit 
d? d4> fa d2ddT5f dit 5% 2d dt 3<NriH cf> SfldTd dd Plt(k u l ^M<£t<M dWdl, 2^fa 2tdt 3nHtf df 'SdT 41 fd % 
d>R°l dT*td d ft dtdf fadfa SRtfd ydtd dd%lWf <£t fitddt % 3tMtd 2d 2d fad ^ffa %, *4fald dif fadT dl? 

1 draxfl I d?M d*t d? fa?2Rl dt 2TddT fa Site ^cd dfa diRdt d4 gcHfcHdi dd it 2dRt d$t 3tfe RFT2 dtdtffd 
dtffd, sfd ill(^cp<<i)t g]dT dftdfa^dd ^fafaldi Rj*gld ^ vide % I 

2ft4tft, Stfadxld d^iMildl f dt2d J 1lfa4t dd ddddI2I JTdtd ^cd %) mm <R Mfat fadt ^TdT % ld?dfad?T :32 
d«( ifc d>td°t t fa 3jtedd Wdddt *t 22d2T2T "4 %ddt dtdd dtfadt ^ fad ft d>lf 2d dff % #? ^ 

d2ddt2f d^t ’Mdl % fad 3dfa?2 if4t ^ SFrtfd d41^d %, 4dfa dcfatd f dd4)4V<§t 4 22 ddidd f ft d?T % Id? 
SdH iif dt*d % fa T|cd % 3Tt2Td dd d2ddt2t fattfat cl>y4 dd ^1 ^d? jnfa^dd dd W1H *412 ^ % I ?dT d^ dd, 
dTd^R 3ig4lcH ^1 t\ 3lf^*jf2rl ^1% dT^t ddWfa ddfamd-faf^ fad! WRdF I 

d? 41 dtod fad! ^fHI % fa ^ 2M dt2d dffedt ^ fartftd ddddf^l 2d W dd>d 2d I ?Tdtfa 

'‘dfed dlfadT” W 2 tft£r dl^T d>Rt % ctdSd %$\ ^ '<?* d4Hl1%c! ^ dT^rf I \ xjfa J?*dd cfTdd dT2d dlfadt 
<# faiT*d ilfadt % fed? fad*fad #f dfdxfr t, fd ddj^ 2? 3$td 3d% dTcl df?dt 3Md~3R4d ^fcfd 3Idd- 
3TcPT 2d fatffaf d>ddl 3flTO^ % I ?dfa feT? Jf?ddd cTTdd ^ «sfl^ C^d d?cd^4 dod %, d^cd) I^Tdd fat 
3fr<TddddTT % t ^d4l4k5l % dim ^d%^W4dd dted J Hfed1 d^fa^?ra#ld* d2^lsW ^sfrdqktldtdftdddd 
^^dFI ^fafddd 2d ^ dRdT d5fed ^ dTddfT % I ^TT^l^, d?illfe45*wi, ^ W fa ^<¥1^ dtSd dlfadt % 
y?*rR 2 3T^dd 3HdT d^2T t, fadfal dT?lddT % 2?dd faddf^tddl ^dTW 21 dldTdM (dTdT) ^1 ^df^dW m2 did 
*fa, ^Fdfar mWT %dd 2, d4 dt2d dlfedl % IcH? ^d> dd>rl ddddRd 2d 34^21^ "^dT dI?2T % I 

dFd dfdd dd> % JRdTd % 32J2R 22ddf2T JRR cTdT%*4*jd4 d>[ ^cd-3f(t«Rc1 fa^ ^ 3igdfcf d2Td ^1 

^ricitt I yra fad d^ 3gdd % 3fl2R dd, 2ddH ^1 3fd^t dTWFd dTta ^ dldd dl2d J llfe4l 2?f fa*Fd 3rfMt ^ 
fad d*i4)4l<?t d>! ^d>f4 3<i^ff4d 4^d^i<3{ c;>( fa4Rd cf»:^ I 

(vi) JKtllfal 2^ dfd^d 2, S?TdT d>lt dlTdd 3^tfard d^f ftdT ddl % I ^falfa d?eT ft ddf # ^WT 22^ %. 

atdfa^ 3t4t % fad d^dTd 2d % 2d d?t p dd4l4tct 2ldT 52H d?f dfat ^ftdkdt % d^t 

2?dTdT ^T *Tdxd % I ^fa ddM^t 4 d? ddl dldtdtd |, ?dt (df 2d d>t) 31^1 $>ci 3T&d> dTdT addfef did^ % 
dTM-dfT2, ^dt ddd c^dddd^ 31df-dWdd d^T d*3^ %g dddtddnM % fad dfad?d d>I d>Td W dlffd I 
jffa2T ddidw 2 dd^Idrdfaf ^ ddft4t^t SldT Jlddlfat 2d % d% dTfa&T df2TdT% I dTRt ft, ddlR^lfrl ddTd 
d®4 dd% d% ^t ?d fa^dd ^ 3RT2 ffd dd ditddt ^t, d^ u fdl % d4faR dft fad! ^2 Wl 1 fcdl-i dfaf 
% fa dlddM % 3RfldT ^det ^tdd’M ft ^Rl WtH % Wet fg dft dl3t dfadF 4 dt2d dlfadt 25T J?*dd 
2>dcff % I dtddft^t 2 dt2d dlfaif % fad d2dW 2d Bd 2d dlfap % v^t dd^M ^2 fad dddTfaf f I 
*ftdd4trit % ddfa 2, ?Td ft ^ fadt 2, dt2d dlfadt 2? fafe % fad dd>^4t 2?d 2? 0.3% 2d ^ 31dd 
22dW 2d Wfat ^t | I dd4tM ^ ydtddl d^t 3ttdfad) 3*3$ A dtd ^cd Stmtfat 2*t d2 SfjMleR diddl %, 
dt2d dlfadt fad ^*^ ft 2d, dd«fr4t TJ2d d>T 0.3% d^2 diddT ^fa*dld dfdT I 

d? 2d 5*9? d>2 % dt2d dlM %Md^)fad% I d?dft dft d2dHT2[ 2d 3?d7d ^ fad ^ cd^^t dfT dfd^t f I 
22 9d>Td ^32dTd 3Td dfadr 4 W2T dft 13fa^ dtfatfddi^cd % 0.22% «ft 2d 31M 2t d2ddI2[ ’fTdH did df t I 

(vH) ^ddfa dget VSfa*4 fadl ^dT ^dil %, dd4tft€t 2TdT ePTId ^t 4 dfa ddddPgT JPdd di"l d^ ^?dod 4 mi % 

fadft, Wd grdf *j2t did 2% df ftfad 2fand dlfaffad t I ?d ^falfat dit, 2ddTd 2 dt2d dlfadt % 42ddt-2 ^ 
ydTd°T d>t dnfad d^ dfat d^dRlf %d^ 4 fa?T did % dlfa $ df4t ^Vi2kM fa# 22dTd ^ fad 
222PPI d f 4t I ’ 

(viii) 22 yiftdd 0 ! 2 TdT dd^MrSt ^ dtdfar 3Ftdi ^rtdit 2, dd4Wl^t 2 M y 22 dr4t %dT3lt r^t mrdi *ddF? dl%TT 
C^t 3T14^d)dl dd 2Td-dId ^3td fadl dd! % I fadj fan d>Tf Sd2Td 3fT% dft 3[I d?T % I VjdtT dPldl % fa ddH fatt 
dlldr-d *44t2d ^ fad 3fddT JRdTd ftdTd ^d4 efi fad FdldT 4t dff diddT f 1 d? ddd '^) 22 Wd dt dW % fa dd 
d># 2*fdil d4 2003-2004 dif d#di cRdl 3lfafd d)d ^ ttdR ft v?TddT W 2^ ft d? 2T<W f y?fakt dfTdFd dipfi 
ddddTST f drat2d Wt2 a^fad dfan 1 ^M#l4fat d>t, 2^ft*2dift f dfaWl dit dTddt 3tddfa '^t ddfFI 2d# 

&T2 ydtfat dntt 3dr*t dtidFd dt^tstr fg w mtd) 5R2id fdtd did4 ^t dtcti? ^ dr4t f I 
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tyhatf^cm 

0.3% 
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5T^ cfyty ^ ^ 3Fjqfc[ SRH ^cjj^TT %;- 
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(iv) ■^RRT % 41 f^HT^I^RT cf> fcf^ 3g^frf ^f%T 7 Tl%4t gqfjR ^ ^TcF- 3 fraj^ c£t 

I” 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 1 st October, 2004 


No. TAMP/27/2004-MBPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the 
Muni^aj fort Trust for prescription of wharfage rates for motor vehicles leviable under Section I of the Dock 
Scalq pf iRates as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/27/2004 - MBPT 

The Mumbai Port Trust - - - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30th day of September 2004) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for 
prescription of wharfage rates for motor vehicles. 

2. The main points made by MBPT are as follows: 

(i) . TAMP revised the Schedule of Wharfage rates with effect from 14 March 2003. The 

unit of rates prescribed are on per tonne / volume basis and the rate prescribed for 
unspecific items is on ad valoram basis. The cost of providing service at the docks 
» had increased to 207% in the year 2002-03 from 62% in the year 1999-2000. 

(ii) . Import / export of vehicles has been taking place through MBPT on conventionai 

ships and the wharfage prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates in respect of 
unspecified items is 0.22% of CIF value in case of imports and 0.12% of FOB value in 
case of exports. 

(iii) . In the absence of separate rate for motor vehicles, recovery of charges at the rates 

prescribed for unspecified items of motor vehicles would be very less and must cover 
the cost of additional facilities proposed to be provided for handling of motor vehicles. 

(iv) . About 50,000 sq. mtrs. of area has been exclusively earmarked to facilitate import 

and export of vehicles apart from 3,500 sq. mts for pre-dispatch inspection facilities 
for vehicles. 

(v) . The monthly rent for 50,000 sq. mts of open area as per the Stamp Duty Ready 

Reckoner 2004 at Rs. 130.46 per sq. mtr per month (exclusive of taxes and cess) will 
be Rs. 65,22,750/- and the monthly rent for the covered area of 3500 sq. mts at 
Rs.534.38 per sq. mtr per month (exclusive of taxes and cess) will be Rs. 18,17,330 
per month. 'Thus, the cost of providing separate facilities may be about Rs. 84 iakhs 
per month. It is, therefore, essential to fix a separate wharfage rate for import / export 
of the vehicles. MBPT has, therefore, intends to prescribe a separate rate of 
wharfage charge of 0.4% CIF/FOB value in the Scale of Rates. The wharfage rate 
proposed will be still at lower side as compared to the wharfage rate of 0.5% of 
CIF/FOB value levied at JNPT. 

(vi) . Since the Board of Trustees for the period 2004-06 is yet to be constituted, the 

proposal could not be placed before the Board. In anticipation of Board’s approval, it 
is proposed to prescribe separate wharfage rate for motor vehicles on ad-hoc basis. 

(vii) . After the audit of the annual accounts for the year 2003-04, a proposal with cost 

details to revise the schedule of wharfage charges for the service general cargo 
handled at docks will be forwarded to TAMP. 

3 1 The MBPT has proposed the following wharfage rates for Motors Vehicles and Cars: 


Description of 

Basis of charge 

Rates (in Rs.) 

goods 


Import 

Export 

Motor Vehicles and 
Cars 

Ad valorem 

0.4% CIF 

0.4% of FOB 


3 2. Amending its initial proposal for approval of the rates on ad hoc basis, the MBPT vide 

its letter dated 4 September 2004 has made a request to approve the rates on regular basis. 

4 1 In accordance with the consultation procedure adopted, the proposal of the MBPT 

was forwarded to the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their comments. 
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4.2. The comments received from the concerned user organisations were forwarded to 

the MBPT as feed back information. In response, the MBPT vide its letter dated 16 July 2004 has 
furnished its comments on the submissions made by TML and SIAM. 


5 . Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the MBPT was requested to furnish 

additional information / clarifications. The MBPT furnished the requisite additional information / 
clarification. Our queries and the MBPT response are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Our queries 

MBPT response 

(i). 

The basis of charge for levying 
wharfage charges on vehicles 
proposed by the MBPT is “ad 
valorem". In many earlier cases, 
this Authority has held that ad 
valorem charges should be phased 
out. That being so, it may not be 
appropriate to prescribe the new 
wharfage rates for vehicles on ad 
valorem basis. The MBPT may 
review and propose wharfage rate 
per unit of motor cars. 

While fixing tariff the ability of the users to pay the port charges, 
types of cargo and its value have to be taken into account. 
The capacity of the cargo to bear the cost varies from cargo to 
cargo and it may not be feasible to standardize fixation of 
wharfage rates either on per tonne or volume basis. Since high 
value cargo could absorb comparatively high cost the charges 
need to be fixed at ad valorem basis. 

FOB value and weight of vehicles varies from vehicle to vehicle 
depending on types of vehicles such as cars, jeeps, buses, etc., 
and the additional special luxurious accessories provided 
therein. Prescribing wharfage rate on ad valorem basis will also 
avert the situation requiring frequent revisions to the schedule of 
wharfage charges and stability of wharfage rates can be 
maintained for certain period in future. This is in the interest of 
users and the port. 

(ii). 

The proposed rate may be justified 
with reference to the cost of 
handling vehicles at the facilities of 
the MBPT. 

, 

MBPT has decided to grant following additional facilities to the 
exporters of motor vehicles'on common user basis: 

(a) . Use of MBPT private roads without payment of permit 
charges. 

(b) . Octroi procedures will be eased. 

(c) . Motor Vehicles received for export by rail will be provided 
unloading ramp. 

(d) . Motor vehicle carriers at BPX will be provided priority 
berthing facility. 

(e) , Water for vehicles will be provided for cleaning purposes. 

(f) . Entire area will be maintained with even and smooth surface 

and congestion free. • , 

(g) . Permission for recycling plant to purify water inside docks 
will be given. 

(h) . An amount of Rs. 3 Crores has been spent to develop an 
area of 30,000 sq. mtrs., in prime location in side the Indira 
Dock for storage of vehicles free of demurrage for 30 days. The 
earmarked area is likely to be increased to 50,000 sq. mtrs in 
near future. 

Instead of recovering charges separately for providing each of 
the above service It has been decided to prescribe a marginally 
higher rate of wharfage. The rates proposed are comparatively 
reasonable and lesser than the rates prescribed at the 
neighbouring ports. 

(HO- 

The MBPT has stated that it is 
creating storage area to facilitate 
handling of vehicles and furnished 
the financial implications of 
developing the storage area. As 
Khe MBPT may levy storage 
charges also separately on 
vehicles for use of its storage 
space, the linkage between the 
cost of providing storage facilities 
and the wharfage rate proposed 
may be explained. 

The earmarked area will be made available on common user 
basis where storage of vehicles free of demurrage will be 
allowed for 30 days. 

One of the users has requested for earmarking an area of 5000 
sq. mtrs for his exclusive use for pre dispatch inspection 
facilities, construction of underground storage tank, recycling 
plant to purify water etc. MBPT intends to levy storage charges 
for this user as per the Scale of Rates. 

Recovery of storage charges for storage of motor vehicles at the 
area allotted on common user basis will not be feasible as the 
area utilized by the parties will change on daily basis. 

J 
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SI. 

No. 

Our queries 

MBPT response 


The anticipated traffic of different 
categories motor vehicles and the 
estimated revenue (wharfage, 
storage charges, etc., ) therefrom 
in the next two years (2004-05 and 
2005-06) may be furnished 

The estimated traffic of vehicles and estimated revenue on 
account of wharfage and storage charges on 5000 sq. mtrs area 
are as under: 

Year 

Traffic 

(Motor Vehicles) 

Revenue 
(Rs. in lakhs) 

2004-05 

25000 

281.52 

2005-06 

■ 

60000 

650.80 

(v). 

1 

A reference has been made about 
the prevailing wharfage rate at 
JNPT. A comparative position of 
the facilities provided at JNPT and 
MBPT may be furnished. Likewise, 
comparison of rates may also be 
made taking into account 
stevedoring charges. 

JNPT has offered pre-dispatch inspection facility and parking 
area on lease. MBPT has proposed to allot parking area for 30 
days free of demurrage on common user basis. MBPT also 
intends recovery of license fees for area provided to erect PDf 
setup for one of the users. The comparative position with 
regard to license fees, storage charges, stevedoring charges, 
wharfage charges and charges for unloading from rail are 
furnished below:- 

Activity 

MBPT 

JNPT 

PDI and 

Storage 

area 

i) . License fees in 

terms of Section 
lll(C) II of the 
DSRs. 

ii) . Pre-shipment 

storage facility 
inside the docks 
proper for storage 
of motor vehicles 
free of demurrage 
of 30 days. 

i) . Lease rate for entire 

area including PDI as 
per Port Tariff 

Schedule VIII. 

ii) . Storage charges are 

levied after 15 days 
free period even in 
the area leased or 
any other area inside 
the port. 

Stevedoring 

Rs. 35/- per vehicle 
for RO-RO 

operations 

Rs. 35 per vehicle for 
RO-RO operations. 

Wharfage 

(proposed) 

0.4% of CIF value for 
imports 

0.4% of FOB value 
for exports. 

0.50% of CIF value for 
imports. 

0.50% of FOB value for 
exports. 

Unloading 
from rail 

Providing ramps for 
unloading of cars 
from rail at the Docks 
free of cost. 

Rs.195 per vehicle upto 
16.5 HP 

Rs.290 per vehicle 
above 16.5 HP 


6. A joint hearing in this case was held on 19 July 2004 at the office of this Authority. As 

agreed at the joint hearing, the MUL and the TMl have furnished the following comparative position of 
unit cost of handling vehicles at JNPT and MBPT: 

Comparative position of unit cost of handling vehicles at JNPT and MBPT at MBPT 

proposed wharfage rates 


Maruti Udvoo Limited 


(InF 

[Sj_ 

SI. 

No. 

Cost Items 

JNPT 

MBPT 

1 . 

Wharfage 

1089 

871 

2. 

Octroi 

- 

250 

3. 

Other expenses like cost of fuel, stevedoring, 
CHA, toll charges etc. 

65 

65 

4. 

Interest cost at 10% 

114 

257 


Total 

1268 _ 

1443 


Note: MUL’s initial investments for creating infrastructure on 25000 sq. mtrs. land at JNPT 
and MBPT are Rs.40,00,000 and Rs.90,00,000 respectively. 
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Tata Motors Limited 


LLnRs.) 


Port 

Vehicle 

category 

Wharfag 

e 


Other expenses 
like cost of fuel, 
stevedoring, 
CHA, toll 
charges etc. 


JNPT 

Indica 

1125 

— 

1308 

2433 

Safari 

2363 

- 

2761 

5124 

Pick-up 1 ton 

1575 

~ 

1635 

3210 

LCV Truck 

2025 

— 

764 

2789 

LCV Bus 

4050 

- 

779 

4829 

MOV Truck 

4050 

- 

794 

4844 

MCV Bus 

4500 

— 

794 

5294 

MBPT 

(@0.12% 

wharfage) 

indica 

270 

100 

1466 


Safari 

567 


3113 





2385 

BUS 

LCV Truck 

486 

100 

978 


LCV Bus 

972 

100 

1013 

kii;w 

MCV Truck 

972 

100 

1112 

Ed 

MCV Bus 

1080 

KEEHl 

1112 

2292 

MBPT 

(@ 0.40% 
wharfage) 

Indica 

900 

100 

1466 

mzm\ 

Safari 

1890 

100 

3113 

5103 

Pick-up 1 ton 

1260 

100 

2385 

3745 

LCV Truck 

1620 

100 

978 


LCV Bus 


■EM 


mmm\ 

MCV Truck 

3240 

100 

1112 

4452 

MCV Bus 

3600 

100 

1112 

4812 


7. As agreed at the joint hearing, the MBPT convened a meeting with the users on 29 

July 2004 on the proposed rate and furnished its report. The contents of the MBPT report dated 12 
August 2004 are briefly summarised below: 

(i) . M/s. Maruti Udyog Limited (MLL) did not attend the meeting nor did furnish the cost 

details. M/s. Tata Motors Limited (TML) and M/s. Ashok Leyland Limited (ALL) 
attended the meeting but did not furnish the cost details. 

(ii) . TML expressed the following views in the meeting: 

(a) . Except an exclusive car park and berth at BPX for PCC, no other working 

conditions are changed. 

(b) . Comparison of rates of MBPT and JNPT should not be a point for 

consideration as car exporters will have to incur additional expenses to 
access MBPT. 

(c) . Proposed increase in wharfage is not justified. 

(iii) . ALL expressed the following views in the meeting: 

(a) . ALL supports the arguments of TML. 

(b) . ALL is happy with the available facilities and rates at MBPT and it has 

assured more exports through MBPT as the unrevised rates are competitive. 

(c) . If the rates are increased and that too by such a huge margin, then their 

exports would suffer badly due to stiff competition. 

(d) . The proposed increase may be held back and gradual increase may be 

considered afterwards, 
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(iv) . Sharp Logistics, handling agent for ALL, also requested to defer the proposal and 

charges be increased gradually. 

(v) . Users use MBPT only for vehicle storage and berth. MBPT workers are not used for 

loading operations. Hence, drivers would be deployed by car exporters / vessel 
owners for RORO operation. There are delays at Octroi check posts and ripk on city 
roads. Exporters incur 25% additional handling cost as compared to the costs at 
JNPT. 

(vi) . MBPT will streamline Octroi formalities for car exports and will allow Link Road for 

movement of their vehicles with no extra cost. 

8. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 

office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties at the joint hearing will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be 
available in our website www.tariffauthority.org. 

I 

g. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the 

case, the following position is seen to emerge: 

(i) . The existing Scale of Rates of MBPT does not prescribe a separate wharfage rate for 

handling of motor vehicles. The traffic of motor vehicles being sporadic at the MBPT, 
no need was felt so far to have a separate entry in the wharfage schedule for motor 
vehicles and this category of traffic is being subjected to wharfage rate prescribed for 
the omnibus residual category. The MBPT anticipates a surge in the motor vehicles 
traffic and, hence, proposed a separate wharfage rate therefor. It is not unreasonabie 
for a Port to propose a separate wharfage rate when a particular commodity is 
expected to be handled in significant volumes on a regular basis. In such a situation, 
comparing the exclusive wharfage charge to.be prescribed with the rates applicable 
for the erstwhile miscellaneous category will not be fully relevant. It has to be 
recognised that the miscellaneous entry in the wharfage schedule is only a contingent 
provision to enable levy of wharfage on commodities not specifically prescribed and 
when such commodities are not so significant in volume. This cannot form a basis for 
prescribing a separate wharfage rate for a commodity to be handled on a regular 
basis. 

(ii) . Objections of the users to the proposed rate mainly revolve around the two 

comparative analyses made by them. As has been mentioned earlier, the analysis of 
the proposed rate with the existing rate for residual category in the wharfage 
schedule is not very relevant. A close examination of another comparative analysis 
of the cost of handling of MBPT and that at the JNPT furnished by some of the users 
shows that many cost elements factored in the analysis are not directly relevant to the 
MBPT or beyond the control of the Port. If the wharfage rate alongwith stevedoring 
charges are compared, the charges payable at MBPT at the proposed rate wilt 
compare more favorably with those payable at the JNPT. It is true that cost of 
relocating the facilities from JNPT to MBPT will be significant from the point of view of 
the users. But this cost is expected to be paid back over a period of time during the 
course of business operation and oannot be attributed as the cost of MBPT. The 
Society of Indian Automobile/ Manufacturers (SIAM) has made an interesting 
observation of comparing the proposed rate with the space utilised by a 40 container. 
The costs involved in moving motor vehicles in containers are not limited only to the 
storage cost of such containers in the port area. Container handling charges, THC, 
hire charges for containers, etc are also to be borne by the exporters. In view of this 
position, the argument of SIAM appears to be misplaced. 

(iii) . The port has repeatedly pointed out in this proceeding that it will provide various 

facilities to the motor vehicle traffic on a common user basis which include 30 days of 
demurrage free storage inside the docks, use of MBPT private roads without any 
additional payment, provision of unloading ramp for motor vehicles received for 
export by rail, permission for recycling plant and supply of water for cleaning 
purposes. It has also made assurances to facilitate easing of octroi procedure, 
provision of priority berthing facilities on BPX berths and maintaining the entire 
operational area congestion free. The proposed wharfage rate is. therefore, to be 
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seen as a package including the facilities agreed to be provided by the MBPT for 
export of motor vehicles. It is noteworthy that the wharfage charges leviable under 
the residual category does not explicitly include provision of such facilities. Seen in 
this light, there is definitely a justification for prescribing a separate wharfage rate for 
motor vehicles at a level higher than the existing rates for residual category, even 
though such a comparison is not relevant. 

(iv) . The issues, therefore, to be decided by this Authority are the quantum of wharfage 

charges for motor vehicles and the unit of levying such charges. 

(v) . The proposal is for prescription of wharfage rates for motor vehicles on ad valorem. 

This Authority has held in many cases earlier that ad valorem may be relevant for 
collection of ‘tax’ and the ports are collecting ‘fees’ for services rendered. That being 
so, it is appropriate to have wharfage rates with reference to unit of weight/volume 
instead of value based pricing. The argument of MBPT that it could not be feasible to 
standardise fixation of wharfage on per tonne or volume basis in view of the policy 
adopted by it on fixing charges based on the ability of the user to pay cannot be 
accepted at all. The port’s contention that high value cargo should absorb 
comparatively high cost of charges is contrary to the ‘quid pro quo’ principle 
emphasised by this Authority. 

Be that as it may, wharfage on motor vehicles is prescribed on ad valorem in most of 
the major ports. This may possibly be due to the fact that in most of the major ports 
there is no exclusive rates in the wharfage schedule for motor vehicles and they are 
classified under residual category for calculation of wharfage, as is being the case at 
the MBPT presently. It is noteworthy that the issue of prescription of wharfage on ad 
valorem is engaging the attention of this Authority which will be addressed in the 
revised tariff guidelines to be notified soon with the approval of the Government. 

It has to be recognized that the wharfage rate for motor vehicles prescribed by the * 
MBPT is a single rate even though the term motor vehicles may embrace small 
passenger cars to heavy duty trucks. Since cost of handling may vary for different 
categories of motor vehicles, it is necessary to prescribe separate rates for individual 
categories of vehicle falling under this group. This requires details of cost of handling 
and, more importantly, the traffic mix. Export of motor vehicles on a large scale 
through MBPT is a recent phenomenon and it may be difficult to reasonably forecast 
the traffic mix. That being so, this Authority is inclined to allow a single wharfage rate 
for motor vehicles as an interim arrangement till the MBPT gains experience in 
handling motor vehicles which will enable them to forecast traffic with better reliability. 

In the meanwhile, ad valorem method of charging wharfage is allowed as proposed 
by the MBPT. Based on the experience gained, the MBPT should prescribe unit 
based wharfage rate for different categories of motor vehicles at the time of the next 
general review of its Scale of Rates. 

(vi). There is no cost justification given by the MBPT in support of the proposed rates. As 
discussed earlier, a rate higher than the existing rate for residual category may be 
justified in view of the package facilities to be provided by the MBPT. Since it is a 
new traffic to the MBPT, it should act as an 'incentive to the users to continue with 
their operations through the port besides attracting more volumes. In the instant case, 
the users have expressed strong reservations to the rate proposed by the MBPT. At 
the same time their argument of maintaining status quo cannot be fully accepted for 
reasons given elsewhere in this analysis. It is noteworthy that apart from JNPT, the 
CHPT is the only other major port which handles large volumes of motor vehicles 
export. The wharfage rate for motor vehicles at the JNPT is higher than the rate 
proposed by the MBPT. In the case of CHPT, this Authority had prescribed in the 
recent past a separate wharfage of export of motor vehicles at 0.3% of FOB value. In 
the initial period of operations at the MBPT when the ad valorem rates are to be 
followed, it may be reasonable to approve a similar rate of 0.3% ad valorem for motor 
vehicles. 

The rate is mainly for export of motor vehicles. Nevertheless, the same wharfage 
rate can Is applied in case of Imports also. Such imports are not large in number 
and they pay wharfage of 0.22% of GIF value even now. 
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(vii). As mentioned earlier, the wharfage charges levied by the MBPT is to be seen as 
package which includes various facilities listed out by the port. These facilities are to 
be listed as the conditionalities governing levy of wharfage of motor cars in the Scale 
of Rates so that they will be available to all the users on non-discriminatory basis. 


(viii). The need for a comprehensive general review of all the services provided by MBPT 
has been stressed repeatedly by this Authority in many of its earlier orders relating to 
MBPT. No such proposal is forthcoming. It appears that the port does not even 
contemplate to formulate its proposal for such a general review as is evident from its 
statement that it would forward a proposal only for revision of wharfage of general 
cargo handled at docks as and when its Annual accounts 2003-2004 are finalised. 
The MBPT is once again advised to formulate a comprehensive proposal for general 
review of all charges levied by it instead of resorting to piecemeal reviews. 

12.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves insertion of the following entry as Rate No. 14 in the schedule of 
wharfage charges of MBPT and re-number the existing Rate No. 14 as the Rate No. 15: 


Section -1 

Schedule of Docks Wharfage Charges 


Rate No. 

Description of goods 

Basis of 
charge 

Ceiling Rates (in Rs.) 

Import 

Export 

14 

Motor vehicles and cars 

Ad valorem 

0.3% of CIF 

0.3% of FOB 


12.2. This Authority also approves insertion of the following note suitably under the 

wharfage schedule in Section 1 of the Dock Scale of Rates of the MBPT: 

“Note: The port shall provide the following minimum additional facilities to the export of motor 
vehicles on common user basis: 

(i) . Use of MBPT private road without payment of permit charges. 

(ii) . Unloading ramp for motor vehicles received by rail for export free of cost. 

(iii) . Pre shipment storage facilities inside the docks free of demurrage for 30 

days. 

(iv) . Arrangement for supply of water for vehicles for cleaning purposes including 

permission for recycling plants inside docks.” 


A.L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT/m/lY/143/04-Exty] 
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